THE PLACE OF WRONG                   309
made by Meili27 in 1902 and regrettably fell into oblivion.
He knew the difficulty of finding a good formula for all cases
and advocated different rules for fixing the place of wrong
in the cases of seizures, press delicts, and defamations.
5. Differences of Policies
Another important contribution to our topic has been made
by pointing out that the law of torts has a threefold social
function and that the local contact of a tort depends upon the
function most emphasized. The three functions are said to
be the following:
"A primary purpose is to fix the standards of conduct of a
person so he can know what he may do and what he may not
do, and so that others can know what type of conduct to
expect from him. This purpose of delimiting tort liability
suggests that it is for the state where a person acts to deter-
mine whether his conduct and its consequences create liability,
"Another purpose ... is to fix the measure of protection
to which each person is entitled against his fellows. This
purpose suggests it is for the state where the damage is
suffered to determine whether the damage was wrongfully
inflicted and gave rise to a right of action in tort. The recent
extension of liability without fault with consequent emphasis
on the protection of the injured party rather than on the
wrongfulness of any conduct involved may indicate this
purpose is the fundamental one in a wide part of the tort
field"28
Third, the purpose to give compensation is thought to
27  MEILI 96. Already 2 BAR 120 n. 9 recommended a special rule for the
press, pointing* to the publication rather than the sending" of articles. I would
like to refer also to the (unfortunately unelaborated) observation of FEDOZZI
760: If it is true that one who acts at a certain place must respect the pro-
visions of the local law and incurs a liability by committing an illicit act accord-
ing to this local law, it is no less true that, for determining the damages due to
the victim of the illicit act, the place where the harm has happened must be taken
into consideration. On the other hand, 2 ZITELMANN 478-4.80 has rejected
Bar's suggestion as unfounded, and this seems to be the general opinion.
28  CHEATHAM, Cases 416; the authors mention as a fourth purpose "civil
penology" which may play an additional role.